
A. Forgoing the 1999 transfer will not
jeopa=dize    ~he    VAMP process for
implementation.    These assurances are
needed ~om USFWS, USBR, US EPA, NMFS,
CDF&G and DWR,

B. USBR and DWR will agree to forgive
implemen~ation of wa~er p~rchases in

C. D~ring ~he standstill period:

i. No new aquatic species in ~he Delta wall
~e li~ed as ~hreat~ned, e~dange~ed,
have ~riUi=al habita~ d~si~nated nor will
any acnion preJudi=ia! ~o VAMP p~oponcn~
be ~aken based upon ~he assumption VAMP
will not occur.

2. ~n nhe a~sence of VAMP-like
negotiations wi~h NMPS for candidate
conservation agreemenUs will bear
or no frui~ du~in~ March/April/May.
A~suran~es from NMPS is
neuessa~y tha~ ~he absenc~ uf the vAMP
will no~ af~ec~ ins decision concerning
~e lisZin~ of fall-run chinook salmon in
Ang~Is~ 1999,

3. The SWRCB a~ees to ~uspe~d its
Del~a proceedings during
standstill period.

4. The N~I and Say Institute agree
to ~he deferral.

The ~eferral doe~ no~ resul~ in
a water supply impact ~O any
VAMP p~oponen~.
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